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-- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address - 
Period for Reply 



A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1)E3 Responsive to communication(s) filed on 21 March 2005 . 
2a)M This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) S 'Claim(s) 1-11 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) E3 Claim(s) 4-11 is/are allowed. 

6) 13 Claim(s) 1^3 is/are rejected. 

7) D Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10) D The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)D accepted or b)D objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request that any objection to the drawing(s) be held in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1 .85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 

1 1) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) D Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119(a)-(d) or (f). 
a)Q All b)D Some * c)Q None of: 

1 .□ Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. Q Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1) £3 Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) Q Interview Summary (PTO-413) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) Paper No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) □ Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO-1 449 or PTO/SB/08) 5 ) □ Notice of Informal Patent Application (PTO-1 52) 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date . 6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 1-04) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20050610 



Application/Control Number: 10/822,5 14 * Page 2 

Art Unit: 3722 

1 . Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, as failing to comply with 
the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter which was not 
described in the specification in such a way as to reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant 
art that the inventor(s), at the time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed 
invention. Claim 1 has been amended to include the limitation that the nosepiece has an "end 
wall defining an aperture with a diameter at least equal to that of said axial bore." The 
specification as originally filed does not provide basis for this newly added limitation. The 
specification as originally filed provides no discussion of this topic or the criticality or benefit of 
this relationship at all. Paragraph [0010] of the specification first mentions the nosepiece. 
Paragraph [00023] mentions the nosepiece in passing. Paragraphs [00027, 00028, 00039, and 
00040] discuss the nosepiece more extensively. These paragraphs disclose that the nosepiece 
maintains front sleeve 12 on chuck 10, and that the nosepiece is preferably coated with a non- 
ferrous metallic coating to prevent rust and to enhance its appearance. Several portions of the 
specification discuss the "aesthetically pleasing appearance" of the nosepiece. If the newly 
added limitation to claim 1 represents only an "aesthetically pleasing" feature, rather than a 
feature which provides an actual benefit to the usage of the device, then Applicant should 
consider seeking protection for this feature in a design application. In conclusion, the limitation 
added to claim 1 with the amendment has not been discussed in the specification as originally 
filed. 

2. Considering the priority dates given by the parent applications, it is noted that claim 1 as 
originally presented has priority back until August 13, 1993. 
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3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S. C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 1-3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Sakamaki 
5,234,223 in view of WO 90/1 1860. Figure 2 of Sakamaki shows a body 1, jaws 2, split nut 19 
held together by band 20, outer sleeve 23, and bearing 21, 22, between the nut and body. 
Sakamaki lacks a nosepiece. WO 6 860 shows an elastomeric nosepiece 36 in figure 1 and 
unnumbered variations in figures 2 and 3. The version shown in figure 2 has a generally 
cylindrical sidewall and a radially inward wall having a diameter larger than the axial bore of the 
body 132. It is considered to have been obvious to have provided Sakamaki with the nosepiece 
as shown by WO '860 in order to aid in keeping dust out of the chuck and to avoid damaging the 
workpiece if the rotating chuck body should hit the workpiece during operation of the chuck. 

5. Claims 4-1 1 are allowed. 

6. Applicant's arguments filed March 21, 2005, have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. It is noted that the claims have been amended to define over the previous rejection. 
As stated above, the newly added limitations to claim 1 are new matter. Nevertheless, new art 
has been applied to meet the limitation added to claim 1 . 

7. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 . 136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 

8. Any inquiry concerning the content of this communication from the examiner should be 
directed to Daniel Howell, whose telephone number is 571-272-4478. The examiner's office 
hours are typically about 10 am until 6:30 pm, Monday through Friday. The examiner's 
supervisor, Andrea Wellington, may be reached at 571-272-4483. 

In order to reduce pendency and avoid potential delays, Group 3720 is encouraging 
FAXing of responses to Office actions directly into the Group at FAX number 703-872-9306. 
This practice may be used for filing papers not requiring a fee. It may also be used for filing 
papers which require a fee by applicants who authorize charges to a USPTO deposit account. 
Please identify Examiner Daniel Howell of Art Unit 3722 at the top of your cover sheet. 




Daniel W. Howell 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3722 



